In 1782, Alexander Craufurd of the British East India Company composed a letter to his brother, which he hoped would serve in lieu of an official will. "As my Disorder
Continues obstinate", Craufurd reflected from his deathbed in Chittigong, it was now timely to dispose of his worldly goods, and to secure the future welfare of his household in Bengal. 1 Many of the bequests made in Craufurd"s impromptu will reflect the prevailing testamentary practices of propertied men and women in eighteenth-century
Britain. Like many of his compatriots at home, he chose a family member to administer his estate, appointing his brother as executor and bequeathing to him a horse and a gold watch as tokens of gratitude and fond remembrance. 2 Several other bequests likewise commemorated his affective ties through the disposition of personal possessions that marked his location within the governing classes and his participation in a wider Georgian consumer society. Craufurd"s friend George Hatch thus received a gold ring and breast-pin, fashionable trinkets that signified both luxury and pleasure to eighteenthcentury English consumers. His "very Particular and Sincere friend" Thomas was willed a horse and a bayonet, while Ralph Lecke, described as "another Sincere and particular friend of mine" was to receive a horse and Craufurd"s sporting dogs in Dacca. 3 If these bequests mirrored the testamentary decisions of his affluent contemporaries in England, however, other provisions in his will marked Craufurd emphatically as an Anglo Indian. 4 To the indigenous concubine who had borne his offspring but was named in his will only as his "Girl", Craufurd left 2,000 rupees, instructing his brother that this sum was "for her care of my children provided that she places them…under your charge without any further trouble". 5 Then, in an unnerving afterthought, Craufurd recalled that his household also included an Indian slave. "I had almost forgot a poor Slave Boy (I never have look"d on him as such) who is a good Servant and must have his freedom [plus] 100
Rs as a provision for him", he hastily ordered in a postscript.
Together, Craufurd"s belated recognition that he was a slave-owner, his assertion that he had "never…look"d on" his slave as a slave, his recognition that this seeming non- 4 Throughout this paper, the term "Anglo Indian" is used in its eighteenth-and nineteenth-century sense, to describe persons of British origin in India, rather than in its more modern sense of "mixed-race" or "Eurasian". 5 Provisions for Indian concubines in Anglo-Indian wills are discussed in Indrani Chatterjee, "Colouring Subalternity: Slaves, Concubines and Social Orphans in Early Colonial India", Subaltern Studies X (Delhi, 1999), 49-97; Durba Ghosh, Sex and the Family in Colonial India (Cambridge, 2006) , esp. 107-32; and slave nonetheless required manumission, and his description of his slave-boy as a servant point to the peculiar problems-both for Anglo Indians themselves and for subsequent historians-posed by domestic slavery in British India. Like conceptions of slavery current in the Georgian era, historiographical approaches to British slavery have been dominated by an Atlantic world perspective. The Atlantic world model of slavery takes the plantation system as its norm, defines slavery as an absence of "freedom", emphasises the role of slaves as chattel traded within commercial markets, underlines the use of violence as a mechanism for extracting slave labour, and highlights the status of slaves as racial "outsiders". 6 Viewed against this received Atlantic backdrop, slavery on the Indian subcontinent appears to be an institution out of place, not only in a geographic sense, but in terms of its content, purpose and meaning. 7 Craufurd"s eleventh-hour bequest of freedom to an Indian domestic slave whom (he simultaneously insisted) wasconceptually, socially and affectively-not in fact a slave, alerts us to the striking differences that marked British experiences of slavery and emancipation in the Atlantic and the Indian Ocean worlds.
In this paper, I seek to reexamine World record systems to mark slaves emphatically as chattel. 21 The generic designation of "Slave Boy" and "Slave Girl" similarly speaks to forms of social erasure that situate these domestic slaves outside networks of family and kin. indiscriminately alongside the disposal of goods were documents that listed them separately at the end of the inventory, together with property such as real estate that was reserved from public auction. This usage indicates that these exchanges were set apart from the sale of household effects. When William Spencer"s estate was settled in 1782, "Mrs Spencer" purchased his unnamed "Slave Girl" and "Slave Boy" for one rupee each, a price so far below the market value for domestic slaves in Bengal at this time as to suggest that this was a nominal transfer between kin designed to retain the slaves within Evidence from wills complements and substantially elaborates upon the limited perspectives on domestic slavery afforded by the lists of property sales in Anglo-Indian inventories. Ranging from complex and highly formulaic legal documents composed by attorneys, to hasty deathbed missives penned in epistolary style, these wills reinforce the conceptual confusion that marked references to domestic slaves in inventories. To be sure, slaves figured as mere chattel less often in wills than they did in inventories. In a sample of forty-three wills proved in the period 1780 to 1848 which referenced slaves owned by Anglo Indians, only one specified that the slaves were to be sold at probate.
Far more common were wills that sought to transfer domestic slaves to other households, or that sought to free them altogether by granting manumission. In the forty-three sampled wills, clear instructions were given for the disposal of eighty slaves or groups of slaves. Of these, forty-four (or just over half) were to be manumitted without further conditions, one was manumitted with conditions and thirty-six were left by bequest to specified individuals. British blood-kin, but it misses slave concubines" superior location relative to servants and other bonded household members in the distribution of household wealth through processes of inheritance. Slave concubines in Anglo-Indian households were clearly and emphatically viewed as less deserving of property than testators" legitimate wives and white relations. But they were also clearly viewed by their owners as persons who could hold not only property, but property in persons. In this, their perceived rights exceeded those of servants in Anglo-Indian wills, most of whom received bequests of cash, textiles or memorial objects but none of whom were bequeathed domestic slaves by their mistresses or masters. 39 Michael Fennell"s will, filed in Madras, nicely encapsulates slave concubines" unstable perch at once within and without the Anglo-Indian family and its inheritance systems. Fennell left his estate in its entirety to his wife Anna in the first instance, but ordered that if she were to predecease him it was to go instead to "my Slave
Girl Catherina". Neither the enslaved Catherina nor her daughter, the slave Aurelliawho was designated third in the line of succession in Fennell"s will-was however manumitted in this document. Although Fennell protested that "it never was my intention to sell any of them", his failure to emancipate his slaves in his will meant that they featured in this document successively as potential chattel for sale at auction by his heirs and principal legatees of his substantial fortune.
40
Slippage in these wills between descriptions of slaves as slaves, on the one hand, and of slaves as servants, on the other, further underlines Anglo Indians" inability to fix domestic slavery precisely within the world of labour as they understood it. When Mary Powney, the indomitable matriarch of an extensive Anglo-Indian clan based in Calcutta, died at the age of a hundred in 1780, she left an extensive will that alternated uneasily between designating her domestics as slaves and as servants. Described explicitly as "my Hume, 47 Minto grappled to reconcile his Malay slaves with the competing conceptual claims of racial difference, human equality, Christian piety and familial inclusion. Now freed from their slave status, they no longer offended his Whig sensibilities, but they posed a constant puzzle to their new master, prompting extended musings in his letters home to his wife in which they occupied the full range of subject positions on the great chain of being. In one letter, Minto compared his newly emancipated slaves explicitly to apes, describing an orangutan given to him by the Sultan of Pontania as "one slave more that was given to me" and commenting that this beast was "really too like a man-that is to say, a Malay man". Having thus drawn attention to the supposedly simian features of Malay men, however, Minto proceeded to analogise between apes, savages and cultivated century, testified in 1832 that decades earlier, in 1803, he had purchased two Indian slaves "for the sake of emancipating them", and was pleased to report that this manumitted "boy and girl" had thereby risen "one to be a gentleman"s butler and the other mildest species of servitude", the Lords were informed. 59 Far from consigning slaves to marginal social status, slavery in Assam, the Indian Law Commissioners were told, integrated slaves into families through social processes of incorporation. "In the poor and middling families, the slaves and bondsmen are treated like the other inmates, the same mess serving for the whole household, and both mistress and maid being entirely clothed in homespun manufactures", commissioner Scott reported. Slave concubines, he continued, "are in fact regarded as adopted children, and the universal designation for a female slave in Assam is…daughter." 60 Figured as household members who were incorporated into the very fabric of the family through shared engagement in consumption and material culture, domestic slaves were happy slaves in this interpretation. The 1826
Parliamentary Papers made this point emphatically by contrasting domestic slavery in India to plantation slavery in the Atlantic world. "The ideas of slavery, borrowed from our American colonies, will make every modification of it appear, in the eyes of our own countrymen in England, a horrible evil; but it is far otherwise in this country; here slaves are treated as the children of families to which they belong, and often acquire a much happier state by their slavery than they could have hoped for by the enjoyment of liberty", the report concluded.
Conflating slave status with infancy and with female domestic service, the evidence compiled in the Parliamentary Papers was calculated to obviate the need for abolitionist campaigns in British territories on the subcontinent. One former Company official testifying to Parliament in 1832 admitted that famine conditions compelled Indian parents in the Madras Presidency to sell their children into servitude. This Indian slavery was however, he asserted, slavery only in name. "A Hindoo…who buys a child on such an occasion, treats it as a Briton would; not as a slave, but rather as a servant to whom food and raiment are due, and whose wages have been advanced to maintain the existence of the authors of its being, authorized by nature to contract for its service until it is old enough to confirm or cancel such compact", he explained.
claimed, for the status of "honour and distinction" within the family enjoyed by Indian domestic slaves ensured that "the tie of general good treatment, and a supposed selfinterest, will prevent a slave from leaving his master and living in freedom". Although abolished in England itself in 1875, the Master and Servant framework proved to be a vital mechanism for extracting labour from colonial and indigenous populations.
Its genius lay in its ability to coerce labour through contracts and legal processes, generating "unfree" labour from "free" servants hired outside systems of slavery, in the open market. As Ravi Ahuja has argued, it was "precisely in its capacity to provide concrete bridges over the abstract gap between (formal) freedom and servitude… in the construction and legitimation of an uninterrupted continuum of legally regulated employment relations between slavery and "free wage labour", that the…remarkable longevity of "master and servant law" lay". 68 By arguing that domestic slaves were best considered servants amenable to Master and Servant regulation, the authors of the Parliamentary Papers subjected these labourers to a system of coercion which-in the colonies but not in England itself-was enforced by punishments that included the lash. 69 Indian domestic slaves" designation in the Parliamentary Papers as servants was thus doubly disabling. As domestic servants, they were supposedly safely ensconced within the family circle, and thus did not merit abolitionist legislation; as domestic servants too, however, they were subsumed as freely contracting agents within the Master and Servant framework, and thereby (like slaves)
were subject to corporal punishment to coerce their labour. 
